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Fake Shake 


The Wash! 


I N THE summer of 1995, Bill Clinton and 
Newt Gingrich were embarrassed by a citi- 
zen’s question into shaking hands in front of 
the TV cameras and agreeing to seek campaign 
finance reform. The shake was fake. Now both 
men are in serious trouble for having engaged in 
precisely the sort of behavior that campaign 
finance reform is intended to avert. In raising 
large amounts of private money for their very- 
different political purposes they defied if not the 
law itself then the standards of conduct that the 
law is meant to represent. 

_ » Both of them managed as part of the process to 
leave the impression that they were in part for sale 
and being bought. The disclosure of what they did 
now threatens not just, in varying degrees, their 
careers but their political standing, their clout and 
therefore their ability to carry out their agendas. 
We have said forever that the great risk the 
politicians run in allowing the present fetid system 
of campaign finance reform to flourish is the risk to 
fhemselves — that it will consume them in the end. 
You have now before you, simultaneously, the 
president and speaker of the House, one from each 
party, as examples. What greater proof than the 
way each of these men is now writhing in public 
about the need to cut this system off? 

The president is having to deal with a number 
of what tend to be described as ethics problems 
just now. The most immediate are those arising 
from the fund-raising practices in his last cam- 
paign. It has become a kind of guessing game. 
What will it turn out today that they auctioned 
off — a night in the Lincoln bedroom, a seat on a 
trade advisory commission, an audience of one 
kind or another with the president — and for how 
much and to whom? Who knows where it leads? 
The president has said since at least his own 
1992 campaign that he was determined to clean 
up the system of campaign finance. 

But in his first two years, when his own party 
was in command of Congress and theoretically in 
2 position to deliver, no delivery occurred. The 
House Democrats in particular were reluctant to 
change the system that had got them there, and 
he who had other things he wanted them to do 
was loathe to press them. In the second two 
years, when neither party faced the risk of 
enactment, he continued to pay lip service to the 
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